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Erratum
In our systematic review (Leaver et al 2010) published in 
Vol 55 No 2 of this journal there were two material errors 
that occurred during the data extraction phase of the study. 
These errors, which occurred due to misinterpretation of 
the outcomes reported in two studies, impacted on our 
meta-analysis of the effectiveness of laser therapy for neck 
pain. In the pilot study by Chow et al (2004), Northwick 
Park Disability scores were reported as percentages. In 
the main trial by the same author (Chow et al 2006) it 
was not apparent that these data were presented as raw 
scores and were incorrectly extracted as percentage scores. 
Additionally, in the trial by Gur et al (2004), disability 
outcomes reported using Neck Pain and Disability Index 
met our inclusion criteria and were excluded erroneously. 
We have subsequently conducted meta-analysis of disability 
outcomes for laser therapy with these data extraction errors 
corrected. Disability outcomes for laser therapy at short-
term follow up are presented in the revision to Figure 
4 (below) and at medium-term in the revision to Figure 
5 (below) and in the results tables in the eAddenda. The 
pooled outcomes from three trials (Dundar et al 2007, 
Gur et al 2004, Ozdemir et al 2001) showed no signiﬁcant 
difference between laser and control (WMD –26, 95% CI 
–58 to 6) at the conclusion of a course of treatment. Pooled 
outcomes from three trials (Chow et al 2004, Chow et al 
2006, Gur et al 2004) that reported medium-term disability 
outcomes showed a statistically signiﬁcant difference in 
favour of laser therapy over control (WMD –10, 95% CI –15 
to –6). Full numeric data for the amended meta-analysis 
are available in the eAppendix to this paper on the journal 
website.
Consistent with our original conclusion, laser therapy would 
appear to show some promise as a treatment for neck pain. 
We were not, however, able to explain the conﬂicting results 
regarding the efﬁcacy of laser therapy, nor the reasons for 
medium- but not short-term beneﬁts.
Thus, the Abstract to the original paper should be revised 
to note that:
‘Treatment with laser therapy resulted in better pain and 
disability outcomes at medium-term follow-up but not at 
short-term follow-up.’
Andrew M Leaver, Kathryn M Refshauge, Christopher 
G Maher and James H McAuley
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of treatment compared with control.
Revision to original Figure 5. Weighted mean difference 
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compared with control.
The authors and the journal apologise to our readers.
